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mlcroblal ,Communltles and investigated the main environmental factors driving the soil microbial community structure. The results showed that the a diversity of soil prokaryotes was
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Table 2 Soil physicochemical properties of the study sites
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(SOM)/g-kg™! 19.48+5.28h 17.65+3.21be 26.61+4.33a 11.765.31¢ 18.35+8.30bc
o(TP)/g kg™ 0.75+0.08b 0.4020.05¢ 0.8320.06a 0.4420.05¢ 0.71+0.06b
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Fig. 2 The a diversity index of soil prokaryotic microorganisms in different sample sites
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Table 3 Dissimilarity test of soil prokaryotic microorganism communities
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R P R P
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168 m #EFE it x 168 m A T hkHb 0.341 0.002 0.965 0.002

173 m#ZTEH M x 173 m A T bkt 0.366 0.002 0.996 0.002




A A5« KA Bl AR R B2 X0k = ik o 2 3 9 SR IR TRl A 0 A 45 A 1 S LS )

2719

5
0.6
o 163 miBTEEH SR
+ 168 miBTE M 2 \
173 m# e ’ |
04 = 168mAT Akl A I
173 m A\ TR / = /
7 . /
/ 7
S /
X 02 ! /
n i
- N /
] | /.
& " ¢
4 \ L4
0 =
e 3 .\ N
-0.2 4 i
| . \
< sia
N 7
-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2

PCI (22.87%)

3 ETFBray-Curtis EEB BN T ERZBEY
BB E LIRS AT (PCoA)
Fig. 3 Principal coordinate analysis (PCoA) of soil
prokaryotic microorganism communities based

on Bray-Curtis distance matrix

100

1K

B others

[ Bacteroidota

[l Planctomycetota
Verrucomicrobiota

[ Methylomirabilota

75 t

PEBR T 153 5% B TE i 11 (Proteobacteria) . FRAT F 7]
(Acidobacteriota) . £k %5 B[] (Chloroflexi) . £k & 1]
(Actinobacteriota) . A4 & | ] (Myxococcota) . 2 H. fifd B
[T (Gemmatimonadota) . Methylomirabilota e ]
7% 8% 18 ] (Planctomycetota) F1
FFEE 1T (Bacteroidota). F AR JE B 1T B AR XS =F B de e
d RV 9 24.75%, FLUGRRRAT R, 5 S E TR
17.84%, —HIRTHA R EZIHER, HRH
[TAE X KT 10%. 75 )@ /K3 E, Rokubacteriales

MO AR 3.62%, K —(RAaAE . AEiTE
FEHORA TARM . R AE173 mis B AOAR R

. BT AR REIB S MNDI, 5 AT 8 3.04%, AHXT
R e X T 48 0 S A 163 m R L AR Y
HXFEEEYMRT 3%, 43 BISE: Vicinamibacteraceae ( 2.85%
) . Latescibacterota (2.50% ) . SC-1-84 (2.33% ).
Pseudomonas (2.19% ) . NBI-j (2.01%). Haliangium (
1.93%) . RB41 (1.85%) I Subgroup_22 (+34%) .

-

| s

(Verrucomicrobiota) .

o

100

JBIKF

75 others
Subgroup_22

B RrB41
Haliangium

B ~vBi+j

Wt

50

HXS /%
3

25 1

[ Gemmatimonadota
Myxococcota

. Actinobacteriota
Chloroflexi
Acidobacteriota

FHXRBE/%

25

B Pseudomonas

[ sc-1-84

. Latescibacterota

. Vicinamibacteraceae
MNDI

[ Proteobacteria

(=]
o3 migis | [

168 m¥% e i
o msercs | D
pyery

moarios | [

. Rokubacteriales

GRS N | ||
1esmiggetes | [
gt b [
esmA it b [
AT [

B4 TEEZMEMEIKFENBEAELHAEYHBENEE

Fig. 4 Relative abundance of dominant species of soil prokaryotic microorganisms at the phylum and genus levels

SR UID 7 NI il VA= B 1 e o a7/ -
LEfSe 73 A1 Al WA 11 7% 7 3 78 A 8] 7K A2 3% 30 52 i)
TR PR &Y, LDAE 4 i AR 18 UL &1 5. 45 1
T, FEBRE R, 163 m SR AR EY
% A Latescibacterota J& .  Subgroup_22 J& .
Nitrosomonadaceae Bl il Gaiellales 4 ; 168 m = 2 Y 4k
Y kR 5 W B MBNTIS J& . Oscillospirales H |
44 A
Desulfobacterota [ ]; 173 m S AEM LY br it 5l
SC-1-84J& . Rhizobiales H Hl Proteobacteria '] . M £E A
TARH 168 mm A AEWARE Y EEA

Anaerolineae 24 .  Thermodesulfovibrionia

Actinobacteria 4 | 4 A
Chloroflexi T3 173 m B AW EW LA
Rokubacteriales J& F1 Blastocatellia 2 .

R ARATAS R AE B S AR 2 1) B B AT 3
25 M RUE YRR, 20 BIAE 168 m A1 173 m = 72 1L
YUHE TiE B 4 AN MRl A LESSe 43 BT, LDA {H 3 7
FEOIR B DL & 6. FE 168 m = B2 R, 8 i EOMh Y
Sva0485 J& . Vicinamibacteraceae J& . NBI -j J& .
MBNTI15J& . Thermodesulfovibrionia 2 . Clostridia 24X .
Desulfobacterota | ] fll Firmicutes [ ] 3% & % ; A T4k
M 1) Acidobacteriales H |

Gammaproteobacteria

Ktedonobacterales H .



2720 w5 R % 45 %

I 163 miFTE R [ 168 m¥BF M [ 173 miE TRt O 168 mA LAk [ 173 m A\ TARH

p__Proteobacteria
c__Alphaproteobacteria |
f_SC-1-84 ]
g SC-I-84 ]
o__Rhizobiales
p__Firmicutes
c_ Clostridia
o_ MBNTI5

f MBNTIS p__Methylomirabilota
,_MBNTI5 ¢ Methylomirabilia
g MBNTIS o__Rokubacteriales
c¢_ MBNTI15 f_Rokubacteriales
¢__Anaerolineae g Rokubacteriales

p__Desulfobacterota
¢__Thermodesulfovibrionia
o__Oscillospirales
p__Actinobacteriota
f_Nitrosomonadaceae
g MNDI
¢__Thermoleophilia
p__Latescibacterota
c__Latescibacterota
o__Latescibacterota
f_Latescibacterota

g Latescibacterota
o__ Gaiellales

g Subgroup 22
o__Subgroup_22

f_ Subgroup 22
¢__Subgroup_22

c__ Blastocatellia

c__Actinobacteria
p__Chloroflexi
¢__Gammaproteobacteria
p__Proteobacteria

0 1 2 3 4 =4 5 0
1g(LDAfS43) 1g(LDAfS43)

BEs5 FREKE hTiﬁﬁﬁﬁi%LDAﬁﬁ#ﬁffﬂkﬁ’ Vi

Fig. 5 Bar chart of LDA value distribution of soil prokaryotic mlcroorgamsmslunder dlffbreniwater level elevat-m
—

[SS]
~

AL

‘\\

Actinobacteria 24X #1 Thermoleophilia 4% . 2 % i My NT 1?’( E’J _ﬂ £ H S SIOUp_ 7
173 mEfE T, BiEmmEEE lilﬁﬁSC -1-84 Amdobacteflal s‘;/lH ophagae QIXJ “qujoﬂ

& . MND] }ﬁ/%?:temldla 2 ﬂhA haprqtgébf Actlnoba(?ﬁ‘eruota ] ’

i ,J - IJ?
[ 168 miEFE L - 168 m A Tbkd 173 miggiisy OO 173 mA TAKd

-

A

Wi

¢ Acidobacteriae
p__Acidobacteriota
p__Actinobacteriota

i o__Acidobacteriales
ciActinobacteria' p__Acidobacteriota
c__Ktedonobacteria c__Acidobacteriae
o_Ktedonobactgr?lles p__Chloroflexi
¢__Thermoleophilia o__Acidobacteriales
g_zzzgjgz ¢ Holophagae

g Subgroup 7

 svaiss " Ssubgrow 7
c_ Sva0485 o__Subgroup_7

p__Actinobacteriota

g Vicinamibacteraceae | f SC.I84
p__Desulfobacterota —
¢__Thermodesulfovibrionia l g SC-I-84

o NBI+j [ g MNDI N

¢ NBI 5 [ ¢__Bacteroidia

f NBI - | p__Bacteroidota

pﬁ NB1-j [ f Nitrosomonadaceae
g NBI-j [ ¢__Alphaproteobacteria
o_ MBNTI5 [ o_ Burkholderiales

f MBNTI5 [ ¢ Gammaproteobacteria
pi MBNT15 [ p__Proteobacteria

g MBNTIS

¢_MBNTI5

c_ Clostridia

p__ Firmicutes

-4 -2 0 2 4 -4.17 -2.15 0 1.89 391
Ig(LDAfR4}) 1g(LDAfR})

Ele FREHKRERKTIERZBEN LDAES HERKE

Fig. 6 Bar chart of LDA value distribution of soil prokaryotic microorganisms under different vegetation restoration modes

2.4 KA Sl RN RE B VK 2 X 1 89 DR R W B TR IR 52 %5 = I K JZE T T 3 A T A ) TR T 4 )
25 K6 75 Ak Y AH X BT R Ak AH X TRk (P 7) &8 SR 38 B K 52 0% 3h A i e
KT 22458 557 (VPA) it T 7K AL % 3l o AT B INFHBEKE , —FRBER 5 R 9.65% 1 13.13%,



5 1 A A5« KA Bl AR R AR A2k = ik o 2 3 9T SR IR Tl A 0 A 45 A 1SS LS ) 2721

sk ek

13.13% 9.65%
TR

MR RE

AR = 76.22%
#EFR IR P<0. 01, **+FR IR P<0. 001
7 KACEFFER R SRR L IRERNEY
B A L B9 18 X Sk
Fig. 7 Relative contributions of water level fluctuations and
vegetation restoration in explaining changes in soil

prokaryotic microbial community structure

@@ 0 |9@)

Bacteroidota

0

Planctomycetota

Verrucomicrobiota

Methylomirabilota

] 0.4

0

0.4
-

Gemmatimonadota

Myxococcota

Actinobacteriota

Chloroflexi

Acidobacteriota

Proteobacteria

HeCIC0eoe Jee)

© O
00000ee®
0000000
0000000
000000 ¢ e
000000 ee
0000eee
@08 Ve e
90000 e
00800000
TEEERYY

som @O @O 00I0OO
s OOI@O0I0I0AO

©vn wn

Vicinamibacteraceae @ @

e [F] fi BE R R 1.00%, 34906 A 3 JRUAZ T A= 1 1 s 4
F A8 A B 25 )
2.5 s AR BTN AR TR A i 4 A B R T

T O AT A AE 2 AE XS 35 B HE A4 110 P 3
T 1] AAT 345 T[] 4 5 B4k P R Spearman AH ¢ P
3t (B 8) FEAR ST T, SRR 5 & LA
PTG PE f o . S B TR ] 5 1 pH ., SOM., TP,
AP, AN, SMCHISTP# 5 B E AL, {H5SBD &
B i 2 EAOC AL R B, SC-1-84 5 45 T e
A BT AR DGR B, HOURO& MIND T Subgroup_22.
X3EKWEY 5 SOM £ B F IEAHC, 5 SBD 2 3
AR .

TIEE MY o Z RS AR T
1Y) Spearman FHOCHE /T AT LW (K 4), THF Chaol 54K

Subgroup_22 .@
RB41 QO
Haliangium .Q
NBI+j .@
Pseudomonas '.
sc-184 (O/@
Latescibacterota @O

0000

D! (@)
Rokubacteriales O|O

T =
2 35
%]

W™

r 0O000e000®
m@OOOQF

MO@OOQ%OOOO
2 000/0/0000e®©
2100000000 ee

| | 'y AR Y i . [ a3 -3 P
O j&ﬁjc/lx,éi@i'%r;ft?l‘ﬂjéﬁ.ﬁﬁ%%mﬁfﬁi;*%&m P<0. 05, &7 P<0. OF, #++ 7K P<0. 001, KR v W AT i 525+

2
5 - R R 3 BB Pielou_e 45
ﬁ'—?ﬁ:%pH\ SOM. TP. TK #l SMC & 3 i 4 5% ,
55 SBD . #F A ; Shannon #8445 + 3 pH .3 1F
FH & Simpson 5§ £ 5 1 58 pH Fl SOM 2 2 1F #H ¢ .
DL 25 S0, 38 pH R SOM J2 % 1 2k ) T VK
b 22 R 2 AU Y R T

F 2 U G #0232 — 20 43 B 1 338 BRA P J5 % Ji
R AIUE W RE VR S5 R s e (1 9). 3 3 Akt o % 1
A IR T 25 72 Ak T BRI S e R0 A K BN 43 i) S
pH (8.04%) . AN (3.10%) . AK (3.06%) . TP
(297%) . SOM (2.92%) . SWC (2.03%) . TK
(1.29%) ., AP(0.94%) . SBD(0.77%) . SMC(0.26%)
FISTP(0.17%). 13 pH. AN, AK. TP FISOM 44k
M 5 () B2 W RN 55 T SWC. SBD. SMC Al STP %
PrEEPERT, A - SR Ak o R TR A U R
AR R, Horh L e pH R OC i BK 5
HF.

| j i . e
@ Es HEREMANRBPRENE RS AR Spedtman 18 X1 47
F| | Figf'8 Spe}%rman corrn\:ﬂiﬂ‘i(m analysis b.etwee;ii”the ;(E‘].ﬁ[ive\ibin:%y} of soil bacterial dominant species and soil physicochemical properties

R4 LTEFEZMEYSHMEERSTEBAERMAXSITY
Table 4  Correlation coefficients between soil bacterial a diversity

indices and soil physicochemical properties

mH Chaol #58%k  Pielou_ef5%( Shannon#5%X Simpson 5%k
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g -0.079 0.434 0.260 0.336
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SBD -0.078 -0.381° 0.285 -0.275
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STP 0.138 0.351 0.293 0.259
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